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would confirm that. So please don’t fol-
low tell me you follow the science
wherever it goes because some facts are
obvious, and the science is clear.

This all gets resolved when we an-
swer one simple question: Is that a
child or not—because everything else
goes from that.

For those of you joining the March
for Life online this week, good for you.
Keep going. Don’t give up. Defend the
facts that are self-evident. Speak out
for those who can’t speak for them-
selves because millions of future Amer-
icans are counting on it, and they are
watching for someone to admit the
facts—the facts that have a face.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Mississippi.

———

ABORTION

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, I could
never match the eloquence of the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma, who just spoke
about the same topic about which I rise
at this moment.

I remember when Democrats running
for office would tell the American peo-
ple that they were pro-choice, but they
felt that abortion should be safe, it
should be legal, but it should be rare—
safe, legal, and rare. I remember when
Bill Clinton said that to the American
people. And I think about how far the
left has gone from that to the attitude
that my friend from Oklahoma has de-
scribed.

I first encountered the March for Life
when I was a staff member up here in
Washington, DC, working for then-Con-
gressman Trent Lott, 1981. It was won-
derful to see those people, and it will
be wonderful to join them online in a
virtual march this Friday.

I can tell you also that those people
who say ‘“We follow the science’ are
those of us now who are pro-life be-
cause, as the Senator from Oklahoma
pointed out, as more and more infor-
mation comes out about DNA, about
the pictures—about the pictures that
my wife and I have had on our refrig-
erator of our unborn grandchildren—
more and more Americans, more and
more people around the world under-
stand that the science is on the side of
those of us who are pro-life; that the
beating hearts, the faces that we see in
these young unborn children are, in-
deed, humans made in God’s image and
that they are entitled to the protec-
tions that our Founders outlined, pro-
tecting life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness.

Twenty-five years ago, 56 percent of
Americans considered themselves pro-
choice. Only 33 percent said they were
pro-life. I was glad to be part of that 33
percent, but I am certainly glad to see
our numbers have risen. Today’s pro-
life movement has closed that gap
completely. The country is now evenly
split.

But I will say this for some of my fel-
low Americans who call themselves
pro-choice: There are differences with-
in that group.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Gallup reports 81 percent of Ameri-
cans think abortion should be illegal in
the third trimester. Why can’t we get
Democrats and Republicans and Inde-
pendents of the right and center and
left to agree to that—where 81 percent
of Americans said we should make
abortion illegal in the third trimester.
Sixty-five percent say it should be ille-
gal in the second trimester.

In addition, a Marist poll last year
found that 60 percent of Americans are
against using taxpayer dollars to fund
abortion. Even if some of them believe
abortion should be legal, 60 percent of
Americans—a supermajority—are
against using tax dollars to fund abor-
tion. That is up from 54 percent just 1
year before.

Because the science is moving in our
favor, the evidence is moving in our
favor, public opinion is moving in our
favor. That same poll found 35 percent
of Democrats oppose using taxpayer
funds for abortion. Many of these
Americans might check the box saying
they are pro-choice, but they are will-
ing to draw an important distinction
between abortion being legal in some
circumstances and taking taxpayer
dollars from pro-life Americans to ac-
tually fund abortion.

In essence, these people are saying:
We can disagree about abortion being
illegal, but let’s not force pro-life
Americans to pay for a practice they
find abhorrent and morally reprehen-
sible.

That is a view that I do not agree
with because I am solidly pro-life, but
it is an eminently reasonable view.

Why can’t we enact that into a per-
manent statute in the United States?
It is a position that Congress has
adopted every year when we pass the
Hyde amendment to keep Federal dol-
lars from going toward abortion.

I regret that our present President
does not seem to share this view, al-
though he once held this view. Days
ago, in one of his first acts in office,
our new President reversed the Mexico
City policy, allowing American tax dol-
lars to begin funding abortions in for-
eign countries once again. This deci-
sion showed disregard, to me, for the
consciences of millions of American
taxpayers who are pro-life. I was ap-
palled by this decision. I know many of
my constituents were. I think Congress
should pass legislation enshrining the
Mexico City policy in statute.

But at this moment, I rise proposing
a more familiar and direct and, I think,
politically popular step and that would
be to put no taxpayer funding of abor-
tion legislation into the permanent
statute rather than passing it each
year as the Hyde amendment. Of all
the abortion-related bills that reach
the Senate floor, this one should be the
least controversial. The Hyde amend-
ment is standard policy. It has passed
annually for more than 40 consecutive
years, during terms of Republican
Presidents, terms of Democratic Presi-
dents, during Democratic majorities in
the House and the Senate and when it
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was, indeed, the other way around. It
has stood the test of time and enjoys
broad consensus in this body and in the
United States of America. Passing this
legislation to make the Hyde Amend-
ment permanent would keep taxpayers
from having to worry each year if their
money is going to be used for an abor-
tion in this country.

I stand this Friday with millions and
millions of Americans who will join in
supporting life, and I urge my col-
leagues to send an important signal to
all of the American people that Con-
gress is serious about seeking unity
and healing.

I hope my colleagues will join me in
supporting this legislation as we work
to build bipartisan consensus for life in
the days ahead.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

———

TRIBUTE TO SCOTT MAGUIRE

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, when
we have a new administration, lots of
changes take place—changes in offices,
changes in committee assignments—
but for all of us here in the Senate, per-
haps the most challenging change is
when members of our team decide to
open new chapters in their lives. We
celebrate those new chapters and wish
them well, but we will also miss them
greatly.

I come to the floor to talk about
three of my team members who are
headed to a new chapter in each of
their lives.

Scott Maguire has been a central
part of our team since day one. He is
my good friend, a valued team member
who is preparing a new chapter in his
life in the form of a well-deserved re-
tirement.

As of yesterday, January 26, he com-
pleted 12 years on our U.S. Senate
team as our State operations director.
The Boy Scouts of America that have a
motto: ‘“‘Be prepared.” They also have
a slogan: ‘Do a good turn daily.” These
are attributes that I always have held
dear, and they are qualities I looked
for when setting out to build a team to
serve the people of Oregon when I was
elected to the Senate in 2008.

Scott was at the top of my list be-
cause I knew that these were qualities
that define who he is. I knew this be-
cause I have known Scott for a very
long time. We met through Boy Scout
Troop 634 back when we were 11 or 12
years old. We recognized and respected
each other’s leadership skills, and I ad-
mired Scott’s growth in character and
capabilities as he advanced to the rank
of Eagle Scout.

When we were 15, Scott and I were
dissatisfied with how the district coun-
cil was running their annual First Aid
Meets, so we proposed to the council
executive that we take over and run
the weekend event. To our surprise, the
staff of the council agreed.
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